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health care or can’t offer the kind of 
generous plan that they would like to, 
they are at a disadvantage against 
their competitors who can offer that 
type of health care. They are at a dis-
advantage against the big employers 
who can steal their employees away. 

So this is really an issue that our 
small businessmen are waiting to be a 
part of the solution, and if we can offer 
them, whether it is through a public 
option or through lower rates on pri-
vate plans, a more affordable health in-
surance option, they are going to take 
it. They are going to grab it. 

You are right, we don’t want to set 
up any incentives where they are going 
to push people off to the public plan. 
But we know the majority of folks are 
going to want to be part of the solution 
out there, just for reasons of con-
science, but also for reasons of their 
own salvation as a particular business. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. And the gentleman 
hits the nail right on the head, talking 
about bringing down the costs. That is 
where we started this discussion. We 
are going to pass a health care reform 
bill this year. I am confident in saying 
that. The public support is there, the 
support in this Congress is there. We 
need to certainly finalize the details, 
and that is going to take some work. 
But this issue is too important, it is 
too important to this country, it is too 
important to families, it is too impor-
tant to businesses, and it is too impor-
tant to every individual in this country 
for this not to become law this year. I 
am confident that will happen. 

We have to bring down the costs of 
health care. That is why this is so im-
portant. We have to bring down the 
costs for our families, we have to bring 
down costs for our businesses, and we 
certainly have to bring down the costs 
for our government. 

As I started our remarks tonight by 
saying what this is about is the struc-
tural deficit over the long term that we 
have in our budget, and addressing the 
issues like energy and like education 
that have led to the skyrocketing def-
icit and debt that we have over the 
long term, and the only way you can 
begin to bring that under control is by 
bringing down the cost of health care 
for everyone in this country at every 
level, both in the private and the pub-
lic sector. That is what this bill is 
going to do, that is what this discus-
sion is about. 

So, to close it out, I would yield back 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I 
thank Mr. ALTMIRE and Ms. BALDWIN 
for joining us tonight. 

Let’s make no mistake about this. 
This is going to be a fight. This is 
going to be a fight, because to do this 
right, you are going to have to take on 
some folks who have gotten real fat 
over this health care system. You are 
going to have to take on some 
ideologues that just don’t believe that 
the government has any role in trying 
to get health care to people. 

There is a polling memo going 
around Washington written by Newt 

Gingrich’s pollster essentially out-
lining in 28 pages how you stop health 
care reform from happening. That is 
the agenda of a lot of people in this 
town, a lot of folks on the other side of 
the aisle, that they do not want health 
care reform to happen. 

Now, some of it is for good, honest 
policy reasons. I believe it is an incred-
ibly mistaken belief that the private 
sector can just fix this on their own. 
They haven’t done it for the last 50 
years. How can we expect they are 
going to do it overnight? 

Some of it though is very cynical pol-
itics. Some of it is due to people that 
look back to 1994 and the failure of the 
Clinton health care plan in the 2 years 
prior, and believe that if folks can 
stand in the way of President Obama or 
this Democratic House passing health 
care reform, that they will gain some 
electoral advantage out of that. 

Now, I hope that is the minority of 
people that are standing in the way of 
this bill. But make no mistake, there 
are people out there who simply see po-
litical advantage against Democrats in 
general or against the President of the 
United States in stopping health care 
reform from happening. 

Now, they may have succeeded back 
in 1993. I wasn’t here, Mr. ALTMIRE 
wasn’t here, so we can’t speak to all 
the reasons that happened. But that is 
not going to happen this time. Not be-
cause you have got smarter people in 
the House of Representatives or you 
got necessarily a better strategy mov-
ing forward, but because the American 
people are not going to stand for the 
status quo. 

They know this economy is tough 
and they feel more conscious than ever 
of the fact that they are just one pay-
check away from losing their health 
care and becoming one of the tens of 
thousands of individuals out there who 
have been forced into bankruptcy be-
cause of health care costs. 

The status quo is not good enough for 
people out there, and despite 28 pages 
of polling telling the folks on the other 
side of the aisle how to stop this from 
happening, I believe that the will of the 
majority of Americans is going to 
bring us together to get a good bill 
passed. 

We are here as 30-somethings in the 
Democratic Caucus talking about that 
tonight, but I believe that there is 
going to be a groundswell of public sup-
port that is going to force us, both par-
ties, to come to the table and do some-
thing, not small, not minor, not tem-
porary, but something big and perma-
nent to fix all of the underlying prob-
lems in this health care system, to 
make sure that more people have it 
and less businesses are burdened by it. 

So, again I would like to thank 
Speaker PELOSI for once again giving 
us the opportunity as the 30-something 
Working Group to come down here to-
night, and remind folks that they can 
e-mail us at 
30somethingdems@mail.house.gov. If 
you have any questions for us, any 

feedback on what you have heard this 
evening, www.speaker.gov/30something 
is where you find us on the Web. 

f 

NOT LEARNING FROM HISTORY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. AKIN) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. AKIN. Madam Speaker, there 
was a cynical comment that was made 
by people who take a look at history. 
They say that one of the things we 
learn from history is that we learn 
nothing from history. I don’t know 
that that is universally true, but cer-
tainly for our subject for this evening, 
that will certainly be the theme, that 
we are not learning very much from 
history. 

We are going to be taking a look at 
the fruit of fiscal mismanagement, and 
particularly what is going on in our 
country in terms of a very, very impor-
tant number, and that is unemploy-
ment. The unemployment numbers 
have continued to rise, in spite all 
kinds of assurances that by spending 
tons and tons of money, that we can 
turn those numbers around. 

The historic connector here that is I 
think quite interesting is a fellow by 
the name of Henry Morgenthau. Prob-
ably you have not heard of Henry Mor-
genthau, but he was an important fig-
ure in his own day. And here in this 
Chamber, in this House, Henry Morgen-
thau met with the Ways and Means 
Committee in 1939. 

Henry Morgenthau was FDR’s Sec-
retary of the Treasury and he had 8 
years working on a theory that is 
known as Keynesian economics. He was 
one of the main architects of Keynes-
ian economics, whose idea was that 
what the government needs to do is to 
stimulate the economy. You have 
heard that phrase over and over, stimu-
late the economy, and the purpose of 
stimulating the economy is, of course, 
to create more jobs. 

That is a little bit like grabbing the 
straps on your boots and lifting up and 
trying to fly around the room. It 
doesn’t work. And after 8 years of 
failed experience, these were the words, 
the very quote of Henry Morgenthau 
here in this building before the Ways 
and Means Committee. 

He said, ‘‘We have tried spending 
money. We are spending more than we 
have ever spent before, and it does not 
work.’’ His words are echoing down 
through history. ‘‘It does not work, I 
say. After 8 years of the administra-
tion, we have just as much unemploy-
ment as when we started, and an enor-
mous debt to boot.’’ 

These are the words coming to us, 
floating down through history by 
Henry Morgenthau, the main architect 
of Keynesian economics. Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt, the master of the 
policy of stimulating the economy with 
big spending. 
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Maybe we haven’t been doing a good 

enough job on stimulating the econ-
omy with big spending, so let’s just 
take a look and see what we have come 
up here in just the last year or so. 

I am joined by a number of my good 
friends and colleagues who are going to 
help us in unpacking some of what is in 
this spending that we have and also 
going to help talk about this incredible 
statement that was made by the Presi-
dent last week that, somehow or an-
other, that his administration had cre-
ated 100,000 to 150,000 new jobs. It is 
kind of amazing, because all of the ac-
tual numbers from the government 
show that that is not true at all. 

b 2100 

So we have quite an interesting 
evening together. And I’m joined by a 
good friend of mine from Iowa, Con-
gressman KING, who is here to join us 
in our conversation tonight. I hope 
that everybody else will feel com-
fortable to just tune right in and join 
us. We’re going to have a little bit of 
fun and take a look at some of the eco-
nomics. It’s a serious picture, but it’s 
an example to us that we must learn 
from history. It’s also an example of 
the fact that America is on the wrong 
track. 

As we take a look at what’s going on 
with job losses, I think many Ameri-
cans, Congressman KING, understand 
the fact that all is not right and that 
unemployment number jumping up as 
high as 9-something percent is not ac-
ceptable. 

I would yield time to my good friend 
from Iowa, Congressman KING. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. AKIN) for 
pulling this hour together. And I lis-
tened to the first flash of illumination 
of common sense here coming from 
deep within history of Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt’s administration, his Treas-
urer, Henry Morgenthau, saying that 
Keynesian economics does not work. 

And so I wanted to add to this, John 
Maynard Keynes’ philosophy that he 
spoke about during that period of time 
of the implementation of the New Deal 
that was presented by FDR, and histo-
rians have taught for years that FDR’s 
New Deal saved us from the Great De-
pression, although there isn’t any evi-
dence of that, especially, FDR’s Sec-
retary of the Treasury making the 
statement that Keynesian economics 
does not work. 

Now, Henry Morgenthau was a con-
temporary of John Maynard Keynes, 
and Keynes became prominent in the 
twenties and throughout the thirties 
and kind of wrapped up his career in 
the forties. But Keynes described how 
Keynesian economics worked. He did 
this himself, and his description was 
this. He said, I can solve all the unem-
ployment in the United States. All we 
need to do is go find an abandoned coal 
mine and go out in that abandoned coal 
mine and drill a whole group of holes 
out there, and then take American 
cash, tamp it down into those holes, 

and then fill the abandoned coal mine 
up with garbage and turn the entre-
preneurs loose to dig up the money. 
That would solve all the unemploy-
ment in the United States of America. 

Now, that doesn’t sound very ration-
al when I say this on the floor of the 
House of Representatives, but that 
came out the mouth of John Maynard 
Keynes, who inspired this Keynesian 
economics and Morgenthau’s response. 

I yield back. 
Mr. AKIN. I just have to kind of won-

der what he was drinking when he 
came up with a theory like that. That’s 
an interesting tidbit of history. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. And we didn’t 
have EPA approval either. 

Mr. AKIN. He didn’t have EPA to put 
the garbage in the mine. I’m sure he 
would have gotten in trouble with that. 

It’s just a treat to have, also, my 
good friend Congressman LAMBORN 
who’s joining us tonight as well. And 
we’re just getting started now, talking 
a little bit about this idea that some-
how all of this spending that we’ve 
been seeing in this last year that we’ve 
been here together, this incredible 
level of spending, is supposed to help 
with this unemployment problem. And 
yet, just as Morgenthau would have 
predicted, we’re seeing unemployment 
going up and the spending just totally 
out of control. 

I yield time to my good friend, Con-
gressman LAMBORN. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Well, I thank the 
gentleman from Missouri for letting 
me have this time. It’s good to join you 
for a few minutes with this time that 
you’ve put together to speak and 
present to the American people and to 
have a dialogue between each other 
what the spending is really costing us. 
And so far it’s not producing jobs. I 
think we hit 9.4 percent, if I have that 
correct, of what the latest unemploy-
ment figures are. 

Mr. AKIN. Just affirming that, re-
claiming my time and affirming that 
number, yes, it is now 9.4 percent. You 
recall that there was a promise when 
we got to this great big—they call it a 
stimulus bill. We call it the porkulus 
bill. When we got to this porkulus bill, 
they said, If you don’t pass this bill, if 
you don’t do that, why we may have 
unemployment at 8 percent. And here 
we are at 9.7 percent, and we did pass 
the bill. And so the excuse is, well, this 
thing is really helping us a lot. Well, I 
sure hope it doesn’t help us in that di-
rection too much longer because that 
was what was supposed to be. But I 
think you’re right. Your number is 9.7. 

I yield. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Thank you. With 

that amount, 9.4 percent, which I think 
is the high point for 25 years, unfortu-
nately it’s the high point in unemploy-
ment in our country for two and a half 
decades. 

And I just wanted to mention, it’s so 
inconsistent or even hypocritical for 
the press to say that this is not any-
thing other than an unmitigated dis-
aster. They’re falling all over them-

selves trying to put a spin on this thing 
saying, Oh, it’s really not as bad as it 
seems. The rate of growth of unem-
ployed people has slowed down, or it’s 
less than we thought it was going to 
be. 

Can you imagine if we were 12 
months ago, 24 months ago, when 
George Bush was President, what the 
press would have said? They would 
have said, It’s horrible, and the policies 
are doing this and driving unemploy-
ment up. 

Mr. AKIN. Just reclaiming my time a 
minute. What would the press have 
said if, under the Bush administration, 
they claimed that they created 100,000 
to 150,000 jobs and they didn’t have any 
documentation for that? Say, Where in 
the world did you get that number, be-
cause the numbers that have just come 
out show that we’ve lost jobs. It’s gone 
the other direction. 

If you had a track record like that— 
this is just the year, this year. This is 
starting in February, March, April, 
this is another March, 14, 28, April, 
April, May and May, this is just a few 
months here. And this is what’s going 
on with unemployment. And you’re out 
here and you claim, Hey, we just cre-
ated a whole lot of jobs. People would 
kind of wonder, I would think the press 
corps would say, Wait a minute. 
Where’d you come up with this 100,000 
to 150,000 jobs that he claimed last 
week that they created? I supposed 
he’d say, Well, if we hadn’t passed this 
great big porkulus bill, why, by golly, 
it would be worse. Of course he hasn’t 
learned from Henry Morgenthau. 

I yield back. 
Mr. LAMBORN. The gentleman from 

Missouri is correct. It’s so incon-
sistent. If this was the previous Presi-
dent, the press would just be laying 
right into him. Right now they’re giv-
ing the President a pass. And it’s in-
consistent, and I think the American 
people can see through that. 

And Congressman, you also men-
tioned, what are these phantom jobs 
out there that were saved? Anyone can 
claim, well, there’s one or two or 
300,000 jobs that were saved. I can’t 
document it, but just take my word for 
it, and the press isn’t looking at that 
either. I just wish the press would do 
their job of being an honest, objective 
observer and reporter of what the facts 
are. And until the press does that, the 
American people are really not being 
served well. 

Mr. AKIN. Well, reclaiming my time, 
I think you’re right. And I’d like to 
just take a moment and get into—these 
numbers are easy for us to rattle off, 
just off the tip of our tongue, but let’s 
take a look. 

First of all, you’ve got $700 billion in 
this Wall Street bailout. Now, some of 
this came under President Bush, and I 
think the people in this room voted 
against this thing because it didn’t 
make a lot of sense. Half of it, though, 
is the beginning of this year, and we 
keep dumping all this money out, and 
it’s not quite clear what we got for it. 
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And then we get to this thing here, this 
economic stimulus which is supposed 
to be fixing this unemployment prob-
lem. And what’s going on in this bill? 

I’ve got a few, just choice examples 
I’ll share, but I know others of you 
here have some examples. We’re joined 
by a number of fantastic 
Congresspeople, and here’s one. This is 
one here, this is you can’t afford a bi-
cycle after purchasing a $1 million 
home. Okay. This is money for Wash-
ington, D.C., part of the stimulus 
money that’s supposed to be helping us 
with jobs. 

Washington, D.C., Department of 
Transportation will spend $3 million in 
stimulus money to expand its Smart 
Bike program. The money will increase 
the program by five times, from 10 bike 
racks to 50 bike racks, and from 100 
bikes to 500 bikes. Neighborhoods ex-
pected to get the new bike racks in-
clude Adams Morgan, Columbia 
Heights, Capitol Hill, Anacostia and 
Georgetown, where the average single- 
family home runs at $1.2 million. Boy, 
now there is an interesting use of 
money. May be a wonderful thing to 
do, but I’m not sure what we should be 
taxing everybody to try to create jobs. 

And we’ve got a lot of other fun ex-
amples. I’m joined by my good friend 
Congresswoman BACHMANN, and Con-
gresswoman BACHMANN is articulate 
and a good friend to people who care 
about jobs and care about fiscal sanity. 

I yield time. 
Mrs. BACHMANN. I thank the gen-

tleman from Missouri for calling this 
together so that we could call atten-
tion to the job losses that are hap-
pening all across the United States. 
It’s in your district. It’s in my district. 
It’s every one of our districts here that 
are represented this evening. 

And I was absolutely shocked, as I’ve 
been watching this play out, of the 
Federal Government jumping in and 
taking over private businesses, begin-
ning with Chrysler and then now with 
General Motors. We’re seeing some-
thing that we haven’t seen. I don’t 
know if we ever have seen anything 
like this in the history of our country, 
and I am still livid over the conversa-
tion I had today. 

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time just a 
minute, what you just said is so impor-
tant for people to understand, and 
that’s because we don’t have quite the 
sense of history. We’ve just heard from 
one of our other guests just a minute 
ago that this is a 25-year high in unem-
ployment. 

But what you’ve just talked about is, 
when the President goes in and fires 
the president of General Motors and 
appoints the people a board and decides 
to rewrite the bankruptcy laws, this is 
unprecedented. And I think, my good 
friend, you have a specific example 
from your district about what this 
could mean to Main Street America. I 
wish you’d saw share that with us to-
night. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. I do. I had met 
with dealers in my district before from 

Chrysler, and they looked me in the 
eye and they said they were just flab-
bergasted. They couldn’t believe that 
they got a pink slip that they were 
going to be out of business by the end 
of the month. All the cars that they 
had on their lot they’d have to sell. 
They were going have to wrap up and 
go out of business by the end of the 
month. And they told me that they 
were one of the most successful Chrys-
ler dealerships, not just in Minnesota, 
but in the Nation. They performed 160 
percent better than the top performers 
in the country. They met all the cri-
teria for staying open for Chrysler, and 
still they were pink-slipped. No one 
could understand. 

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time, I’m 
just trying put myself in the shoes of 
the family who owned that dealership 
that you’re talking about. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. This particular 
family, Congressman, had put $5 mil-
lion into this dealership just prior to 
receiving this notice. They were slated 
to adding another Jeep dealership to 
the Chrysler business that they already 
had. Significant amount of money, and 
they produced tax revenue to the 
amount of $3 million every year on 
that 5-acre parcel that they utilized. 

Mr. AKIN. Just reclaiming my time, 
so you have a dealer who’s been in 
business in your town for what, 90 
years or something I think you were 
saying? 

Mrs. BACHMANN. This particular 
dealer had been in the business since 
the early 1920s. The one that I spoke 
with today had been in business for 90 
years. They were a General Motors 
dealership. 

Mr. AKIN. Ninety years, and their 
dealership was assessed at, what was 
the value of it? 

Mrs. BACHMANN. There’s a recent 
appraisal done on this dealership, very 
successful dealership. They have all the 
debts paid. They own everything out-
right and clear, and the appraiser said 
this dealership is worth $15 million. 

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time, so 
$15 million, and then you wake up one 
morning and you get this thing in the 
mail and it says your $15 million just 
basically vaporized, didn’t it? 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Was worthless. 
Now the only thing that their dealer-
ship is worth today is the underlying 
property that the building sits on. 
They put all sorts of money into build-
ing their building, which is now free 
and clear. They worked hard to make 
sure they could pay for it, and now it’s 
a dealership building. And as most 
Americans know who are listening to 
us speak this evening, if you have a 
dealership building, you can’t use it for 
much else other than a dealership. And 
trust me, there’s no one out there right 
now who’s too interested in buying an 
old used dealership building because 
there’s not new car dealers going up 
out there. 

Mr. AKIN. So once again we have an-
other projection of this example of 
Washington thinking they know how 

to do everything, deciding who’s going 
to be the president of General Motors. 
All of this money that belongs to our 
constituents, we’re going to dump this 
money into various companies, and 
then we’re going to try and manage. 
We can’t manage D.C. What makes us 
think we can manage car companies? 

What an example of—and I think 
there are some other examples of 
what’s going on with some of this 
spending. 

And I see that we’re also joined by 
Congresswoman LUMMIS from Wyo-
ming, I believe. So we’ve got the West 
pretty much covered. We’ve got Iowa 
covered. We’re going to have Georgia in 
just a minute. 

Please join us. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. I thank the gen-

tleman from Missouri for pulling us to-
gether this evening for this discussion. 

In Wyoming, our economy is very 
much based in the energy industry be-
cause we have coal, oil, gas, uranium, 
wind, solar, biomass, and that is the 
mainstay of our economy by far. 

b 2115 

So as we watch the 350 to 375 very 
small businesses that are drilling for 
oil and gas and see the legislation that 
is coming before this Congress at the 
behest of the Democratic Party, it will 
devastate our businesses. 

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time, so 
you’re talking about the tax that 
they’re proposing to pay for some of 
the spending that is that cap-and-tax 
situation which is going to devastate 
small business, and small business, of 
course, is where these jobs are created; 
is that correct? 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Absolutely. I think 
the Americans have the perception 
that Big Oil is who is recovering these 
natural resources; but even those firms 
hire very small, literally mom-and-pop 
operations, five and six employees to 
go out and drill the drilling, to do some 
environmental compliance, to do the 
surveying, and to complete those wells, 
and do the fracturing of the deep seams 
that are required to cause the gas to 
flow into a natural gas well. These are 
very small operators. As I said, in Wyo-
ming alone, over 350 businesses. 

Yet what we see on the horizon 
taxwise through the national energy 
tax that’s being called cap-and-trade 
would be utterly devastating to those 
businesses. 

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time, what 
you’re doing is making a tremendously 
important connection. And I think a 
lot of people do get that impression 
that all of the jobs in America are Gen-
eral Motors or General Electric or Mo-
bile Oil or whatever it happens to be. 
But in reality, as one of the most rank-
ing members in small business, what 
you find is you define small business as 
about 500 employees or less. Small 
businesses create almost 80 percent of 
the new jobs in America. 

So what you’re saying is exactly spot 
on to what all of our data shows, and if 
you’re looking at 80 percent of the new 
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jobs and you’re looking here at an in-
creasing level of unemployment, what 
you should be paying attention to is 
what are you doing for small business. 
And what you’re talking about is we’re 
doing something that we haven’t 
learned from history. You’re going to 
slap a great big tax on them to cover 
up all of this spending. And what’s 
going to happen is you’re going to dry 
up the potential of those new jobs that 
could come from small business. 

I appreciate you making that connec-
tion. 

And I’m going to just jump over to 
my good friend from Georgia, a med-
ical doctor, but also somebody who has 
quite a fair amount of passion about 
freedom and about some of these eco-
nomic issues as well, my good friend 
Dr. BROUN from—is it the Atlanta 
area? 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. No, sir. I live 
near Watkinsville, Georgia, south of 
Athens, and I represent northeast 
Georgia. And I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

The chart that you have down there 
on the floor. If you put the date of this 
week on the next bar, going back to 
what Mrs. BACHMANN was just talking 
about, these dealerships are shutting 
the doors. Dealerships may have 20 em-
ployees, they may have 30 or 40 em-
ployees. I’ve met with a number of 
them. There is a dealer in my district 
in Clayton, Georgia, in Rabun County, 
right up on the North Carolina line, 
called me this week and he got one of 
those pink slips. He is a customer of 
the automaker, and that’s what all of 
these dealers are, they’re actually cus-
tomers. And what is happening is this 
administration is forcing the Big Three 
automakers to fire their customers, 
and that makes absolutely no eco-
nomic sense. 

But this dealer doesn’t do any floor 
planning. In other words, he doesn’t 
have to borrow money from the auto-
maker to put the cars on his lot. He 
owns them all. He’s paid for them all. 
He owns his dealership. He doesn’t owe 
anything to the carmaker. But they 
have fired him. And in doing so, this 
administration has fired all their em-
ployees. 

So the next bar for all of these deal-
erships I think is 780-some-odd just this 
week that are going to be fired—the 
dealership’s going to be fired, thus all 
of their employees are going to be 
fired. And that’s going to put that bar 
even higher. And it’s just not right. 

This is an unprecedented takeover 
from the private sector by this admin-
istration—by the car czar that has been 
set up by this President—and it is to-
tally unconstitutional, it’s totally 
against freedom, it’s totally unprece-
dented. And it’s exactly the same thing 
that Hugo Chavez is doing down in 
Venezuela. 

So if we could imagine that next bar 
on that graph, it’s going to be even 
higher than it is. 

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time, what 
I’m hearing you say is—you’re a med-

ical doctor. You’re not claiming to be 
some economic expert. You’re saying 
common sense says that this 9.7 per-
cent unemployment that we got right 
now is not the end of this problem and 
that the idea of the tremendous level of 
spending that we’re seeing is not going 
to help. You’re agreeing with Henry 
Morgenthau from 1939 that all of this 
spending is not going to make this any 
better. And what’s more, a lot of that 
spending is going to result in more un-
employment rather than less. 

Is that the bottom line of what 
you’re getting at? 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. If the gen-
tleman will yield, absolutely. That’s 
what’s going to happen. You cannot 
borrow and spend yourself to economic 
prosperity. And that’s what’s going on 
here. We’re borrowing too much, we’re 
spending too much, taxing too much, 
and it’s going to cost jobs. 

I’m sure we’ll come back to dis-
cussing what the gentlelady from Wyo-
ming was talking about because there 
is somebody else that’s going to talk a 
lot of jobs across this country. But 
we’re going down a road that is going 
to hurt our economy. It’s going to cost 
jobs, as we see an increasing number of 
jobs on your chart there that are being 
lost. And unemployment claims, we’re 
going to have more and more of those. 
And it’s really taking away from the 
future of our children and your grand-
children. 

Mr. AKIN. That’s the bottom line. I 
think that’s what’s gotten us staying 
here this evening talking about this 
subject. This is critical. This is a very 
significant problem. 

I would like to jump back to my 
friend from Iowa, Congressman KING, a 
gentleman who has run his own private 
business for many years before he came 
to Congress, knows a little bit about 
small business, knows a little bit about 
taxation and red tape. And he also un-
derstands what some of these massive 
government spending programs in the 
last year, what these are liable to do in 
terms of effects on our economy. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Missouri. I started busi-
ness in 1975, a capital-intensive busi-
ness with a negative net worth so I had 
to actually make everything work or it 
would have collapsed around myself. 
And I remember prior to that looking 
for a job. I applied for a good number of 
jobs. Worked for other people. They 
worked for me. I had to build a busi-
ness up a piece at a time, a component 
at a time. 

One of the points that I think would 
illuminate this when I look at the 
numbers that are there on the chart: 
$700 billion on the Wall Street bailout, 
$787 billion in the stimulus plan. That 
was going to—and I remind everybody 
here and including Madam Speaker—if 
she were paying attention—I would be 
reminding her that President Obama 
said that his stimulus plan was going 
to save or create 3.5 million jobs—and 
that was just back a couple of months 
ago right there on the time line where 

a $787 billion. 3.5 million jobs saved or 
created. And I thought at the time, 
How do you measure a saved job? It 
was there when you started, it was 
there when you’re done the. It’s one 
that your economic plan didn’t de-
stroy, but it isn’t necessarily one your 
economic plan saved. 

So now we have the White House say-
ing they’ve saved or created a dinky 
little 100,000–150,000 little jobs when 
their endeavor is 3.5 million jobs. And 
by the way, that number is not out of 
thin air. That is off of the White 
House’s Web site, WhiteHouse.gov/ 
economy. So those numbers are real. 

Another image that flashes to my 
mind when I hear the gentleman from 
Georgia talk about Hugo Chavez, I had 
a flashback about the visitation that 
took place between our Commander in 
Chief, leader of the free world, Presi-
dent Obama and Hugo Chavez down in 
Central America. And I recall that we 
needed to have a strong message from 
the President of the United States that 
would embrace Colombia and ask for a 
vote on the floor of this House as was 
agreed to under those terms. We didn’t 
get that meeting, but we got a glad- 
handed, big smiley happy face meeting 
between Hugo Chavez and President 
Obama. 

And I remember the image that 
flashed in my mind. One of them is 
Hugo Chavez could declare our Presi-
dent to be El Diablo at the podium of 
the United Nations and say, The smell 
of sulfur still lingers from yesterday. 
And those anti-American people 
laughed and cashed our checks. And 
just a few months later we have Presi-
dent Obama glad-handing with Hugo 
Chavez. And when I saw that image, I 
realized that the great nationalizer of 
the industries in Venezuela who had 
just nationalized a rice plant that be-
longs to a good Minnesota company 
named Cargill was standing there smil-
ing next to President Obama who was 
the greatest nationalizer of all, who 
has since nationalized two of the three 
largest carmakers in the world—Gen-
eral Motors and Chrysler—and we’ve 
watched the nationalization of our fi-
nancial institutions, our insurance in-
dustry. The list goes on and on. 

The free market system from top- 
down is being swallowed up and nation-
alized instead of privatized. 

And I would also make this point 
that our President today was elected at 
least in part because he challenged 
President Bush and criticized President 
Bush for going into Iraq without an 
exit strategy. This President has de-
clared that he doesn’t want to own or 
manage Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac, the 
financial institutions, the insurance 
agencies, or the automakers of Amer-
ica. But he has engaged in all of that 
without an exit strategy. 

I call upon President Obama to come 
up with an exit strategy to divest the 
Federal government and the taxpayers 
from this private sector industry that 
have been so nationalized that he 
makes Chavez look like a piker. 
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And I yield back. 
Mr. AKIN. That’s really quite a sum-

mary of where we are. What we’re get-
ting at is this disease that struck the 
Washington area just one year or two 
ago. It’s bailout fever, you know. And 
we got into this idea that we’re going 
to bail everybody out—at least if 
you’re big and important. If you’re a 
small business, you’re going to go 
bankrupt. If you’re a car dealership, 
you go bankrupt and you lose $15 mil-
lion in one day. But we’re going to bail 
out all of these, and in the process, 
what’s going on in unemployment? Is 
this nationalizing of businesses such a 
good idea? I think there are a lot of 
people having some very extreme sec-
ond thoughts. 

This was not going to happen if we 
voted for that great big porkulus bill. 
I’m on the Armed Service Committee. 
When you say $787 billion, that’s more 
than my paycheck. I tried to figure out 
how much money is that. And the big-
gest thing we deal with in any com-
mittee is aircraft carriers. These are 
big things. If you ever get on an air-
craft carrier, you could play a game of 
football on the deck of one. They’re 
really big, and they cost a ton of 
money. We have 11 in our total fleet. 
They cost about $3 billion a piece. 

So if you take a look at what hap-
pened to us in the first 5 weeks after 
we’ve been told that President Bush is 
spending way too much money, we put 
this bill in place—this was the 
trimmed-down version—on this floor 
we voted for $870-something billion. 
That would be over 250 aircraft carriers 
anchored end-to-end. I couldn’t even 
imagine. You could make a highway 
across them. That’s how much money 
that’s in this package alone. 

That’s not the Wall Street bailout, 
and that’s not this appropriations bill 
that’s full of goods. That’s not this 
international monetary bailout that 
they’re talking about doing where 
we’re going to take defense money and 
give it to foreign countries, put it in a 
fund so that Chavez and the Iranians 
and other people can take defense 
money out of the United States away 
from our taxpayers so that they can 
fund their governments, and we’re 
talking about doing that. We’re won-
dering why in the world do we have 
this unemployment. I think we’re mak-
ing some big mistakes economically. 

I would like to jump back over to my 
very good friend Congresswoman 
BACHMANN who, by the way, is a great 
articulator of free enterprise principles 
and does a wonderful credit to Min-
nesota. 

We’re delighted that you’re here, and 
please chip in and join in. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. I thank the gen-
tleman from Missouri. 

And I’m very concerned again about 
these motor takeovers from the Fed-
eral Government. One thing that I am 
very concerned about, a story came out 
today where there’s been approxi-
mately 1,500 letters that have gone out 
to GM dealerships. 

One story that came out today, there 
is a dealership that I know of that ap-
plied to their Democrat Senator to ap-
peal for help so that they could stay 
open. That Senator was able to arrange 
a meeting between the dealer and the 
officials at GM. We all know GM is now 
Government Motors because it’s owned 
by the American people. It’s been na-
tionalized. There is no private corpora-
tions the way we used to think of GM. 
Now, the main stockholder is the 
American Government. So this Demo-
crat Senator who was applied to for 
help was able to secure a meeting with 
General Motors and a car dealership, 
and they were able to get their dealer-
ship back. 

b 2130 

Well, that’s great, that’s wonderful. 
There is also another article I saw 

today where a constituent had con-
tacted one of the representatives, a 
Democrat representative here in this 
Chamber, Representative BARNEY 
FRANK. BARNEY FRANK was able to go 
and talk to the right people and get 
this dealership back open. Is that what 
we have come to in this country, that 
rather than a private business with a 
private contract with another private 
corporation, they’re no longer able to 
work out their agreements because, as 
columnist Michael Barone has called, 
he said, Now we’ve moved into the 
realm of gangster government. We have 
gangster government when the Federal 
Government has set up a new cartel 
and private businesses now have to go 
begging with their hand out to their 
local—hopefully well politically con-
nected—Congressman or their Senator 
so they can buy a peace offering for 
that local business. Is that the kind of 
country we are going to have in the fu-
ture? 

When I was on the phone today for 
over an hour with one of my local deal-
ers, the very first thing out of her 
mouth was this, she said, This is the 
most un-American thing I have ever 
seen in my life. I can’t believe that I 
lived to see the day that my country 
would come to this point where, having 
my dealership for 90 years, I get a let-
ter FedExed to me that tells me I have 
until Friday to sign this document to 
not only give up my company that was 
made worthless—worth $15 million, 
made worthless overnight—now GM is 
demanding that she hand over her cus-
tomer list, her service customer list to 
GM. Why? GM most likely will use 
those customer lists, they will give it 
to her former competitors. What is she 
getting for this? What is her remunera-
tion? She had the rug pulled out from 
her and from her husband. They vir-
tually lost everything overnight to 
what? To what Michael Barone calls a 
gangster government. 

We need to call this for what this is, 
my colleagues. We need to call this for 
what this is. Call it out. The American 
people need to get outraged and figure 
out that it could be them next. No 
business is safe when you see the ad-

ministration appoint czars—car czars, 
wage czars—there’s over 20 czars that 
have been appointed. And what do 
those czars do? They bypass the Con-
gress. We are the people’s elected rep-
resentatives; we have been bypassed. 

We now have an imperial presidency 
where the President has appointed var-
ious czars reporting directly to him. 
And now he is reaching into the con-
fines of private businesses and over-
night rendering them virtually worth-
less—unless, unless they have a special 
tug, a political tie to a local Democrat 
Congressman. Is that what we’ve come 
to? And I yield back. 

Mr. AKIN. Well, I just appreciate the 
lady’s passion and strong support for 
the concept of freedom. 

You know, what we’re really talking 
about here is, what is the job of the 
government? And we have come to a 
point where we have actually elected 
people who have forgotten this basic 
concept, and that is, the government 
that can give you anything you want 
can also take away everything from 
you, including your freedom. 

And that is the great danger of this 
insidious creeping bureaucracy where 
the Government inserts itself into all 
kinds of different businesses. The 
Founders would have been outraged at 
what you’ve just described. And even 
people from not so many generations 
before us would say, that is impossible, 
that could never happen in America. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. If the gentleman 
would yield, the Founders went so far 
as they began a revolution over a 
stamp tax, over a stamp tax. This is 
the actual outright taking of some-
one’s personal property. And the 
Founders were unwilling to pass the 
Constitution without the Bill of 
Rights. And as the gentleman knows, 
the Bill of Rights was to protect indi-
viduals, people, not to protect govern-
ment, but to protect people from the 
encroachment of big government upon 
their leaders. And the Fifth Amend-
ment guarantees the right of your per-
sonal property. Big government cannot 
come in, they are prohibited from com-
ing in and taking your personal prop-
erty without just compensation. Here 
is a perfect example of violation of 
these citizens’ Fifth Amendment 
rights. 

Mr. AKIN. You are absolutely right. 
And we have seen other examples of it; 
the decision in Connecticut where some 
local municipality decided to trample 
the Fifth Amendment, just walk right 
in and take somebody’s private home 
in order to make a strip mall so they 
could tax the strip mall. And the Su-
preme Court jumped to the defense of 
the local government saying, that’s 
just fine. And they just ignored the 
Fifth Amendment. 

And so we see this continuously 
growing government. And if you take a 
look at where we are spending money, 
it is just absolutely amazing. And here 
is an example. This is a town that is 
supposedly almost bankrupt—I think 
it’s Pawtucket, Rhode Island, if I re-
member right. The city on the verge of 
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bankruptcy spends $550,000 in stimulus 
money for a skateboard park. Now, 
what in the world is the Federal Gov-
ernment doing with bicycle racks in 
D.C. in million-dollar neighborhoods, 
skateboard parks somewhere else. 
We’re putting it all in here and claim-
ing somehow it’s going to make unem-
ployment better, and yet the numbers 
are going nuts. The President, it 
seems—what’s going on with the White 
House Press Corps? He claims they’ve 
just created 150,000 jobs, and yet you 
see the data going, we’re already at 9.7 
percent. 

And it’s my understanding, when you 
jump to the next big tax we’re talking 
about, they want to be like Spain. And 
Spain has the enviable 17.5 percent un-
employment. Is that where we’re 
going? How long is this going to go be-
fore the American public says enough 
already; it’s time to change this big 
spending? 

If you want to see this thing graphi-
cally, this is a little bit chilling. This 
is historic budget imbalance. These are 
the different years of the Presidents. 
These years over here are President 
Bush. And those of us here that are Re-
publicans, we didn’t like the fact that 
President Bush was spending too much 
money. This is deficit spending. This is 
a budget imbalance. But take a look. 
When we were kids, didn’t you have to 
go—what was it, first grade, what thing 
doesn’t fit the pattern? Take a look at 
this year. Take a look at this budget 
imbalance that we’re talking about. 
You think that’s not going to affect 
jobs? You don’t think that means the 
government is going to get its nose 
into all kinds of people’s business? 
That’s what we’re concerned about. 

I would like to go to my good friend, 
Congresswoman LUMMIS from Wyo-
ming. You know, the thing I like about 
Wyoming and the Western States? You 
have a sense of freedom and a little bit 
of a sense of property ownership and 
you have a sense of small business. And 
I appreciate that perspective. Please 
join our conversation. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

In Wyoming, we have had surpluses 
in our budget for the last 7 years, and 
it is because of the explosive growth in 
the production of energy. It has made 
our unemployment among the lowest 
in the Nation. In fact, there were times 
during the last 7 years that we have 
had, statistically, zero unemployment. 
Incredible. While I was running for this 
position, I stopped at a fast-food place 
to get an iced tea late at night, and 
they offered me a job and my daughter 
a job at this fast-food place because 
they are so much in need of employees. 

Wyoming is unique in that regard, 
and it is because we are producing do-
mestic energy. And there are new dis-
coveries of domestic natural gas all 
over the United States. The Balkan in 
North Dakota is fantastic. It is pro-
ducing wealth for people who have been 
farming at that very narrow margin of 
profitability, 0 to 4 percent, for years. 

Mr. AKIN. Well, wait just a minute. 
You’re talking about we’re creating 
jobs and wealth and all this, and the 
government is not doing it? Oh, my 
goodness. That’s a novel idea; the gov-
ernment is not coming in and telling 
you how to run everything. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Not only are we pro-
ducing the cleanest burning hydro-
carbon that there is, natural gas, but 
we are doing it in a way that makes us 
less dependent on foreign energy. And 
what we are seeing in this Congress are 
policies that will actually make us 
more dependent on foreign energy at a 
time—— 

Mr. AKIN. Let me just stop you there 
because what you said is very, very im-
portant. You are finding sources of nat-
ural gas—one of the cleanest burning 
fuels that we know, in terms of hydro-
carbon-type fuels anyway—and you are 
finding that, which is making it so 
that you have plenty of jobs in Wyo-
ming, you are not doing it with a lot of 
government help, and yet the govern-
ment is going to try to create policies 
to make us more dependent on foreign 
energy. What would that be? I would 
suppose that one way to do that would 
be to tax your natural gas, because if 
that’s taxed, then the foreigners have a 
better chance of getting business here. 
Is that where you’re going? 

Mrs. LUMMIS. And to the gentleman 
from Missouri, we are also proposing in 
this Congress to tax drilling costs, to 
raise the taxes on the brackets, to do 
away with the death tax, to put the re-
covery of natural gas under the Safe 
Drinking Water Act. Virtually every 
time I turn around, almost every day 
here, we are doing something that will 
impair our ability to produce our own 
natural resources. 

And it’s not just in Wyoming, there 
have been these fabulous new finds of 
natural gas that run up both sides of 
the Appalachian Mountains all the way 
from Pennsylvania clear to the South-
ern States. All of those States could 
have new natural gas production, the 
cleanest burning hydrocarbon, that re-
duces our need for foreign energy, that 
reduces the out-migration of jobs, it 
keeps them here, it grows them here. It 
grows revenue for those States. 

I can tell you, as our State treasurer 
in Wyoming for 8 years, we had, just off 
interest income off State investments, 
the largest source of income for our 
State’s general fund from one source, 
interest income off State investments. 
And all of those State investments, 
every one of them, came from sever-
ance taxes on oil, gas, coal, uranium. 

Mr. AKIN. Isn’t that something? 
Well, you are an energetic Congress-
woman from an energetic State. And 
it’s encouraging to hear that we do 
have those supplies of energy here. 

It is ironic, I think, that when you 
take a look back at the history of the 
Department of Energy, it was created 
so that America could be energy inde-
pendent. And they have added many, 
many jobs to the Department of En-
ergy, and yet we have become more and 

more dependent on foreign energy. And 
if we had more people like you in this 
Congress, I think that would change, 
and we would see that we would be get-
ting back to good old American energy 
of a lot of different types. And we 
would let the marketplace, and not the 
government, make the choices as to 
which type you are going to use in each 
State. 

My good friend from Georgia, Con-
gressman BROUN. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Congressman 
AKIN, I appreciate you yielding. 

I wanted to come back to something 
that you said that I think the Amer-
ican people need to understand very 
clearly. The President has talked about 
looking to Spain as being the model of 
this energy tax—I call it tax-and-cap 
because it’s about taxes, it’s about rev-
enue for the Federal Government, it’s 
about getting more revenue to socialize 
medicine and other things to nation-
alize, all of the business and industry 
that is already being nationalized, and 
even more. But in Spain, I would like 
to confirm something. It is my under-
standing, if you would, please, sir, it’s 
my understanding in Spain, when they 
put on their tax-and-cap or cap-and- 
trade policy a number of years ago, 
they touted it as creating green jobs. 

Mr. AKIN. I think they call them 
subprime jobs now, but go ahead, Con-
gressman. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Well, the 
point is, they talked about creating 
green jobs. Just recently, one of their— 
I think it’s members of Parliament— 
was over here talking to the Conserv-
ative Opportunity Society. And he told 
us—I don’t recall if you were there, Mr. 
AKIN, or not—but he said for every sin-
gle green job that was produced in 
Spain they lost 2.2 jobs. The green jobs 
that were created were temporary jobs; 
the jobs that were lost were permanent 
jobs, industrial jobs. And that’s what I 
kind of recall. Is that correct? 

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time, that 
was exactly what he said. And actu-
ally, that made common sense to me 
because when you go back to this 
Keynesian economic scheme, what they 
would argue would be, Hey, we just 
took all this tax money and we hired 
these people; so when we hired some-
body, we created a job; so, therefore, 
we had a net. We just hired someone to 
increase the job by one. 

And what the economist found was, 
when you take that tax money out of 
things, what happens is, when you took 
the tax money away to hire the one 
person, you lost 2.2 jobs over in the pri-
vate side. So that ratio seems to kind 
of follow the economic principle that 
when the Federal Government—yes, 
you can have the Federal Government 
take a whole lot of money and hire a 
lot of people to dig holes in the ground, 
or whatever, but when you do it by 
taking that money away from the pri-
vate sector, you are killing those small 
businesses, which is a source of where 
you’re generating a lot of these jobs. 
So I think that is where he was going. 
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Mr. BROUN of Georgia. If the gen-

tleman would yield back just a half 
second. I want to go back to the out-
rage that my dear friend, MICHELE 
BACHMANN from Minnesota, was show-
ing us. The American people should be 
outraged. And the American people can 
call a stop to this. We can’t. We, as Re-
publicans, have offered alternative 
after alternative. Wall Street bailout; 
we offered an alternative, and Presi-
dent Bush, Henry Paulson, the leader-
ship in the House and Senate wouldn’t 
accept it. The nonstimulus—as you call 
it porkulus bill; I call it the nonstim-
ulus stimulus bill—we offered alter-
natives. The leadership in this House 
were obstructionists and wouldn’t 
allow us to have an open hearing and 
discuss it. 

b 2145 

The omnibus appropriations, we had 
alternatives. We have had alternatives 
for all this. They call us the Party of 
No, n-o, but really we are the Party of 
Know, k-n-o-w, because we know how 
to help stimulate the economy. We 
know how to create jobs, and you do 
that through small business and give 
the money back in ways to create an 
environment where small business can 
create jobs. As the gentleman from 
Missouri so aptly told us just a few 
minutes ago, small businesses is where 
those jobs are created. It’s about 85 
percent of them. But we have offered 
alternative after alternative. And this 
what I call ‘‘tax-and-cap’’ legislation 
has been estimated it’s going to cost 
America, that somewhere between 1.7 
to 8 million jobs are going to be lost. In 
my district in northeast Georgia, we 
have got in multiple counties right at 
14 percent unemployment. 

Mr. AKIN. You’re talking about mil-
lions of job loss as a result of this new 
tax that’s being concocted here. 

I would like to recognize another 
doctor who has joined us. We have got 
some doctors out tonight, and my good 
friend Dr. BURGESS, I want to recognize 
him. What we have been talking about 
is this incredible trend in unemploy-
ment and also the trend of excessive 
spending. 

I would be happy to have your per-
spective, Doctor. 

Mr. BURGESS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. I was watching in 
my office and heard this discussion, 
and I did want to come over and say 
just a few words. 

Of course, you’re correct. We had a 
report in our Joint Economic Com-
mittee last Friday about the current 
unemployment rate in excess of 9 per-
cent. Of course, we spent $878 billion in 
February of this year. The President 
told us that was what we had to spend 
in order to prevent the unemployment 
rate from going in excess of 8 percent. 
Clearly we have seen that number al-
ready exceeded. And then we heard at 
the beginning of this week that be-
cause of those numbers, the President 
was going to accelerate the pace of 
spending, accelerate the pace of dis-

tributing the stimulus money. We 
weren’t spending fast enough was our 
problem. 

Now, of course, Mr. Speaker, I know 
the comments need to be directed to 
the Speaker’s chair, but I would re-
mind the Speaker that none of us in 
this room, in fact, no Republican, 
voted for in favor of that stimulus bill 
last February. 

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time for a 
moment, in a way that’s a little bit un-
usual, isn’t it? There are usually a few 
Democrats who will vote differently 
than their party or a few Republicans 
who will vote differently. In this case, 
though, on this great big porkulus bill, 
every single Republican voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. BURGESS. You’re absolutely 
right. Every single one of us did a gut 
check and said this is not what I came 
to Washington, DC, to do. It’s not what 
I came to accomplish. 

One of the things I wanted to share 
with the gentleman and share with the 
House tonight, my hometown news-
paper, the Dallas Morning News, runs a 
column every Sunday by a columnist 
named Scott Burns, a respected econo-
mist. Scott Burns this Sunday was 
quoting an economist in Austin, Texas, 
Lacy Hunt. Lacy Hunt, going back to 
the Great Depression, said, and I am 
quoting here: ‘‘Irving Fisher saw it 
first. The man who may have been the 
greatest American economist wrote 
about the debt-deflation theory of the 
Great Depression in 1933. He saw that 
excess debt controls nearly all the eco-
nomic variables.’’ He went on to say: 
‘‘Think about it for a minute. It’s a 
very powerful statement. Excess debt 
controls nearly all of the economic 
variables.’’ 

What does that mean? That means 
we cannot control the unemployment 
rate. That means almost everything is 
out of our grasp because of the massive 
amount of debt that we have accumu-
lated. And on Monday of this week, the 
President said he wanted to accelerate 
the pace of spending because we 
weren’t getting that money out the 
door fast enough. Again let me reit-
erate, excess debt controls every other 
economic variable. It was true in 1933. 
I suspect the same is true today. 

He goes on to say, Scott Burns, ‘‘It 
means that the government stimulus 
won’t do much. Basically you can’t 
borrow your way out of excess debt.’’ I 
think every Member on the floor here 
tonight has recognized that at one 
time or another. 

And then the final point that he 
made: ‘‘The only thing that will allow 
recovery is the passage of time.’’ 

Fortunately, Congress is not in con-
trol of that, and time will pass at a set 
rate regardless of what we think that 
it will or won’t do. 

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time, I 
want to get what you’re saying because 
I think this is important. You’re say-
ing there is a relationship between this 
tremendous level of debt that we are 
building and the unemployment num-
bers. In other words, when you have a 

whole lot more debt, particularly debt 
with spending, and, of course, spending 
is causing the debt, you’re going to 
have bad trouble with unemployment. 
Is that what this economist is saying, 
gentleman? 

Mr. BURGESS. Precisely correct. 
And I thank the gentleman for yielding 
back. 

We are in a period of prolonged eco-
nomic underperformance is the other 
statement they go on to make. It will 
essentially be a lost decade. We will re-
cover, but the operative factor will be 
time and not actions. That is some-
thing that most people do not want to 
hear. 

Again, excess debt controls almost 
every other economic facet. You can-
not spend your way out of this prob-
lem. The unemployment rate went up. 
The correct response is to not shove 
more money out the door. The correct 
response is do what you can to get con-
trol of that spending and begin to erode 
the debt, begin to put the debt on a 
glide path to reduction. That’s where 
the recovery will come, and that will 
take time. There is no other way 
around that. 

But, again, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. I think this is a wonderful 
discussion that you’ve had tonight. I 
thank you for bringing this to the at-
tention of the American people. 

Mr. AKIN. I appreciate the doctor 
from Texas bringing some wisdom here 
and some economic common sense. And 
certainly I think most people know in-
tuitively these things are connected. If 
you spend a whole lot, eventually 
you’re going to go into debt and then 
the debt is going to influence things. 
And in this case, I am an engineer by 
training, not a medical doctor, but it’s 
almost like drawing a vacuum eco-
nomically in the economy. So those 
small businesses that we are just hear-
ing about like out in Wyoming, those 
small businesses don’t have the money 
they need to invest to drill a well or 
whatever it is; so the main engine of 
job creation just dries up. So what you 
are doing is almost like either starving 
or dehydrating your economy because 
the government is just becoming so op-
pressive and expansive in everything 
that it is trying to do. And as we heard 
eloquently expressed from the gentle-
woman from Minnesota, the story 
about what happens when the Federal 
Government starts to get into the busi-
ness of running car things. I am pic-
turing there is going to be somebody 
possibly listening into our discussion 
that’s going to be a cartoonist, and 
they are going to think about the auto-
mobile that is going to be designed by 
the U.S. Congress, and they are going 
to have an interesting caricature of 
what the engine and the wheels look 
like and how big it is and all kinds of 
things. There is probably already a 
YouTube being created or something 
along those lines. But it’s not a pretty 
picture of having the Federal Govern-
ment running our business in our pri-
vate sector. And the genius of our 
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country is to make that distinction, 
and we are blurring it badly and it’s 
going to cause a lot of trouble. 

I am going to yield to my good friend 
Congressman KING from Iowa. Please 
join us. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Missouri for yielding. 

There are a couple of points that lin-
ger in my mind. One of them is to add 
to the points that the gentlemen from 
Georgia and Missouri were making 
about Spain, and I concur. For every 
green job created, it cost 2.2 jobs in the 
private sector because it starved cap-
ital, but also each of those green jobs 
created cost $770,000 to generate that 
job. So it was a massive cost in capital. 

I want to throw another point into 
this in a brief way, a teaser in a way. 
The cap-and-trade component of this 
legislation that’s impending to be driv-
en through this House floor yet this 
month of June, we have experience 
with that here in the House of Rep-
resentatives. When Speaker PELOSI was 
elected and received the gavel, she de-
clared that this Capitol complex would 
be carbon neutral. So she ordered that 
the generating plant that provides the 
electricity that illuminates this room 
when she allows the lights to be on 
would be changed from coal generation 
over to natural gas under the auspices 
of this idea that natural gas isn’t a hy-
drocarbon, which we know can’t be 
upheld by an engineer or a doctor or a 
layperson. But in any case, she ordered 
the switch over to natural gas, doubled 
the cost of the electricity, and still 
found out we were not carbon neutral 
but we’re still emitting a surplus of 
CO2 into the atmosphere, so went on 
the Board of Trade and purchased 
$89,000 worth of carbon credits, the 
very central commodity that is at the 
middle of the cap-and-trade discussion 
that’s going to be presented on the 
floor of this House, $89,000 for carbon 
credits to offset the CO2 emissions that 
are going off into the atmosphere so we 
can light this Capitol complex. And I 
chased that back down and found out 
that some of that money went to no- 
till farmers in South Dakota. Presum-
ably they had still been farming in 
South Dakota. It didn’t change their 
behavior. And some of that money also 
went to a coal-fired generating plant at 
Chillicothe, Iowa, that had received a 
government grant to burn switchgrass. 
I went there and looked at that. They 
hadn’t burned any switchgrass in 2 
years and got a check anyway. That’s 
how cap-and-trade will work in the 
United States of America. If we can’t 
get it right in Congress, we are not 
going to get it right in America. 

Mr. AKIN. I appreciate that vivid ex-
ample of more wasted time. I am going 
to yield again to my good friend Con-
gresswoman BACHMANN from Min-
nesota. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Last weekend my 
family sat down and we were watching 
the commercial movie ‘‘Titanic.’’ And 
as I was listening to Dr. BURGESS from 
Texas talk about the debt and the bur-

geoning debt load that the United 
States takes, once the ice gash came in 
the side of the Titanic, which we all re-
member was called the ‘‘unsinkable Ti-
tanic,’’ we think of the United States. 
Nothing can possibly sink the United 
States. We will always be a super-
power. But one thing that has kept us 
a superpower has been freedom, free 
market economists. We are in the proc-
ess of watching the deconstruction of 
free market economists before our very 
eyes, something we have never seen. 
But as the ice ripped that hole in the 
Titanic, water started being taken on, 
and the engineer came out and brought 
the blueprint of the Titanic. Water 
came into the first chamber, spilled 
over to the second, spilled over to the 
third, and by the time it filled up so 
many chambers, it was over. It was im-
possible to resurrect that ship. 

That’s, I think, Mr. AKIN, what you 
have been bringing before this body 
this evening. You’ve been showing to 
the American people that at a certain 
point when we have such excessive lev-
els of spending that in turn leads to 
such excessive level of taxation that in 
turn leads us to excessive levels of bor-
rowing that at a certain point we won-
der what that tipping point will be if 
the United States will not be able to 
recover. 

We do have an alternative, as Dr. 
BROUN said. We have a positive alter-
native that next quarter we could al-
ready see growth in our economy. But 
this plan that President Obama has put 
forward is the kind of plan that we 
could watch last night, or last weekend 
on TNT in the movie ‘‘Titanic.’’ If we 
follow that plan that President Obama 
has put before us, we know what that 
outcome will be and a lot of very inno-
cent people may go down with that 
ship. 

Mr. AKIN. I very much thank Con-
gresswoman BACHMANN and the other 
great guests that we have had tonight. 
I thank you for this little symposium 
on freedom and the need to have the 
Federal Government restrained to its 
proper limits. 

f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. GINGREY) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, for the next hour, I am going 
to be joined by a number of my col-
leagues on the Republican side of the 
aisle, and most of them are members of 
the GOP Doctors Caucus, and we are 
going to spend time, Madam Speaker, 
talking about health care reform. Cer-
tainly that is the number one thing 
that’s on our plate as we go through 
these next 6 weeks leading up to the 
August recess. And, of course, as the 
President has outlined his desire to 
have a health reform bill on his desk 
for signature sometime in mid October 
of this year, whether or not that can be 

done remains to be seen. There are a 
lot of thoughts out there as to how to 
approach this, but we feel that it’s very 
important as physician Members. I 
think there is something like 339 years 
of clinical experience combined in this 
GOP Doctors Caucus. About 15 of us are 
health care professionals who have ac-
tually practiced in the field, if you 
will, most of us involved just in clin-
ical medicine, what I like to refer to, 
Madam Speaker, as meat-and-potatoes 
medicine. Not research at some high 
academic institutions but actually see-
ing patients every day in the office, in 
the operating room, in the delivery 
room. And so I think we have a per-
spective that we would like to share 
with Members on both sides of the 
aisle. 

Earlier in the evening, Madam 
Speaker, we heard from the 30-Some-
thing Group on the Democratic major-
ity side. They were very articulate, 
very well spoken, but I think very 
wrong in some of the ideas that they 
have in regard to a government default 
plan, and we will talk about this dur-
ing the hour. 

b 2200 

I have been joined by a couple of my 
colleagues, Dr. John Freeman, the doc-
tor from Louisiana; and Dr. PAUL 
BROUN from Georgia. 

I would like to yield time to my col-
league from Louisiana at this point. 

Mr. FLEMING. I thank my friend and 
fellow physician and colleague, Dr. 
GINGREY. 

You made reference to the 30-Some-
thing Democrats, and I watched that 
debate, that discussion with great in-
terest because, to be honest with you, 
with 32 years of medical practice and 
also owning businesses for nearly as 
long, when I hear this discussion about 
how a public plan can work, I really 
try to view that and try to understand 
that; but I always come out totally 
mystified with how this sort of thing 
could ever work. 

And to clarify the debate, basically 
Congress right now is looking at three 
different options. One is a total single 
payer nationalized health care system, 
Medicare for all. One would be a pri-
vate system for all, which is what we, 
on the Republican side, back. And then 
the other is a public and private sys-
tem that are competing with one an-
other. So I really watch with great in-
terest our colleagues on the other 
side—none of whom are physicians, I 
might add—talk about how this could 
be a great deal, a great success, where 
you have a public system that’s com-
peting with a private system, somehow 
that’s going to drive cost and prices 
down, and we’re going to get a dividend 
from that. 

Well, what I would do is point out to 
my colleagues, let’s look at Medicare 
today and Medicaid as well, both gov-
ernment-run systems. Both of them are 
running out of money rapidly, the 
budgets are exploding and expanding, 
and they are living off the fat of the 
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